
.errant doe* not belong to tbe latter, nothing does; u to the
judges, their decisions roav be carried to the 8upreme Court,
and reversed or affirmed, aa may be proper. And, ao far aa

reapecta the governor, I do not believe there waa ever one jet
who could control the Territorial legislation ; and it is a poor
compliment to the enterprising and intelligent men who emi¬
grate to these new regions to attribute to them such an in¬
fluence. My confidence is equally in the people, whether
they live in a State or a Territory.
And then on motion ibe Senate adjourned.

Wednesday, June 5, 1850.
* Mr. Tl'RXEV. Mr. President, my object iinot so much

to discuss the particular merits of the amendment as it is to
notice an article relating to myself, and others who act with
me, wbich appeared in the "Union" of yesterday. I, with
others, ifti arraigned before the country as being opposed to
this bill, upon the simple ground of the particular provision
which it is proposed by the Senator from Mississippi to amend.
But I will read an extract of the article. It says :

" It is well known that the Clayton compromise received
the voles of the strict State-rights men from the South in the
Senate and in the House of Representatives ; that the mass of
Southern politicians, without distinction of party, voted
against Mr. Stephens's motion to lay it on the table ; that in
the House of Representatives but eight Southern men sustain*
ed that motion.all of them Whig*.ami that the South lully
and entirely sustained 'he compromise, and denounced those
who aided the North in defeating it at traitors to her cause.
That compromise was passed to its third reading in the Se¬
nate of the United States by the follow ing vote. We ask par¬
ticular attention to the names recorded :

..The yeas were: Messrs. Atchison, Atherton, lienton,
Berrien, Borland, Breese, Bright, Butler, Calhoun, Clayton,
Davis, of Mississippi, Dickinson, Douglas, Downs, Foote,
Hannegan, Houstou, Hunter, Johnson, of Maryland, Johnson,
of Louisiana, Johnson, of Georgia, King, Lewis, Mangum,
Mason, Phelps, Kusk, Sebastian, Spruance, Sturgeon, Tur¬
ner, Westcott, and Yulee. .. ^
" Among the nays we see the names of Meurs. Baldwin,

Corwin, Davis, ot Massachusetts, Davton, lJix, Hale, and
Nile*, the Van Buren Free-soiler. 'l'hese men are consis¬
tent. How comes it, then", that Messrs. Borland, Butler, Da¬
vis, of Mississippi, Hunter, Mason, Turney, and Yulee vote
with ihem now ' But we anticipate, and therefore we ask two
other questions. They are.

.' 1. What propositions relative to slavery were these gen-
tlemen voting for in 1848 } and

"2. What proposition relative to slavery is now pending
before the Natioual Legislature '

.. We will answer these questions by stating the provisions
touching slavery iu the new Territories, embodied in the
Clayton compromise ; and then, hy stating the provisions
touching the same subject, embodied in the plan of adjustment
now betore Congress.
" Looking to the Clayton compromise, wbieh passed through

the Senate by the vote we have given above, we find the fol¬
lowing provision relative to the Territorial Governments
therein established, to wit, that the legislative power of the
.aid Territories.
" * Shall have power to p«m any law tor the administration

* of justice In said Territory which sh|U not be repugnant to
' this act, or inconsistent with the laws and constitution of the
' United States. But no law shall be passed respecting an
* establishment of- religion, or respecting slavery,, or interfer-
' ing with the primary disposal of the soil; and no tax shall
' be imposed upon the property of the Uuited States; nor
* shall the lands or other property of non-residents be taxed
* higher than the lands or other property of residents. All the
' laws shall be submitted to the Congress of the United States,
' and, if disapproved, shall be null and void.'

.« Such is the Claytou compromise, as far as the slaver)'
question is concerned, and for which the gentlemen whose
names we have giten recorded their votes, about 8 o'clock A.
M. on Thursday, July the '27th, 1848.
" Let us now examine the provision touching slavery em¬

bodied in the proposed adjustment, which some of those same

Sntlemen now oppose with bitter vehemence. It reads as
How s, applying to Utah and New Mexico :
" ' »1nd be it further enacted, That the legislative power

' of the Territory slull extend to all rightful subject* of legis-
4 iation consistent with the constitution of the United States
* and the provisions of this act; but no law shall be passed
* interfering with the primary disposal of the soil, nor in re-
4 tpect to African slavery; no tax shall be imposed upon the
* property of the .United States ; nor shall the lands or other
4 property of uon-residents be taxed higher than the lands or
4 other property of residents. All the laws passed by the le-
4 gislative assembly and governor shall be submitted to the
4 Congress of the United States, and, if disapproved, shall be
' null and of no effect.'
"Now, we ask our readers to compare this provision with

that we have quoted from the Clayton compromise of 1848,
and tell us the difference between them, so far as the question
of slavery is concerned. We have compared them carefully,for the purpose of delecting any discrepancy ; and after ma-
ture deliberation we can set; nothing, except that the Clayton
compromise forbids the passage of any law . respecting slave-
ry,* while the proposed adjustment forbids the passage of anylaw 4 in respect to African slavery.' We must confess it re-

quires better eyes, or worse than ours, to see any real differ¬
ence between the two provisions."

1 propose to show that thss allegation is palpably untrue. \
In fact, bo far as the reason of my opposition is concerned, I
mf»ert it to be positively untrue. Although I am in favor of
the amendment proposed by the honorable Senator from Mis¬
sissippi, yet if that amendment should fail, and other impor-
tant amendments be made, I will give my vote for the bill,
however important I legard the amendment of the Senator
from Mississippi.

The editor of the Union places himself before the country
as a sort of high-priest of the Democratic party, and proposes
to read out of it certain members of tbat party because they
choose not to obey his dictation and commands ; because they
chojee to think and act for themselves ; because they choose
to represent their constituents and not represent Mr. Ritchie.
In tbat article he has printed the vote on what is called the
Clayton compromise bill, which passed this body two years
.go, and very correctly places my vote in favor of its pasoae*-

k* then propound® the interrogator/, 44 What is there
in this bill in relation to Ibe great question of slavery that
was not in the bill for which these gentlemen voted two years
ago He then goes on, and attempts to show that the two
bills are precisely the same, and that there ia in fact but the
difference of one word, ac6dT!?in; his amiiint. He pro¬
fesses to give an account from the record, which I shall show
Jtalore I have uuue io be palpably untrue. What are the
d.fferences, then, in point of fact between th» bill and the
one for which I voted, the 14 Clayton compromise bill," two
years ago ' W'by, sir, that was exclusively a Territorial bill.
This is aTerritorial bill and a State bill.a bill lo admit a State
as well as to provide governments for the Territories. The
former was nothing more nor less than a Territorial bill ; and
itt only provision was to create Territorial Governments for
the Territories of Oregon, California, and New Meiico.
That bill was founded, in my judgment, upon the non-inter¬
ference doctrine fully and completely, and prevented the Ter¬
ritorial Government from legislating upon the subject of ex¬

cluding slavery from the Territories, leaving the rights of the
Southern people dependant upon the constitutional laws of
the United States, upon which we were then and are now

perfectly willing to risk our rights. If we have no constitu
tional rights, there is no use in saying any thing about the
matter, as I have no hojies of any justice at the hands of the
North. But if we have constitutional rights, we desire that
they should be protected and given to us. The Clayton
compromise bill did this. It stood upon the non-intervention
doctrine. It provided a speedy remedy for the adjustment of
the question whether slavery should or should not exist in
the Territories. That bill left the matter to the Supreme
Court, and thus every right given by the constitution was

completely secured to the South.
How is it in relation to the bill now before us 1 For I pro¬

pose to recpond very briefly to the interrogatory put by the
would-be high priest of the Democratic party. How does
this bill stand ? Why, sir, there is a provision for the
admission of a State into the Union, and that State, too,
containing the identical territory to which the Clayton bill gave
a Territorial Government, and embracing all the territory
which I regard to be of much consequence or importance,
with a provision .prohibiting slavery within the limits of that
State. But if that were all, the bill would not be so very
objectionable. But, further, what is the measure into the
support of which Mr. Ritchie tries to whip the Democractic
party in tbis body. This bill includes territory enough
within the limits of the proposed State of California to
constitute at the lowest calculation three States, one or
two of them south cf the Missouri compromise line, 36^»30'.
And this, too, when it is proposed that this State of Cali¬
fornia, with this immense boundary, shall be admitted not for
the purpose of its remaining one State, for no man contem-
plates'any such thirg. None believe that California is to re¬
main lor all time to come one State, with such immense
limits. The friends of the bill contemplate no such thing.
Tne chairman of the committee that reported this bill has
proclaimed to the»Senate, and to the country, that at a subse¬
quent period, whenever it may be deemed" necessary, other
Slates may be admitted from the State of California. In the
mean time the constitution of that State is to answer the im¬
portant purpose of the Wilmot proviso to the surplus terri¬
tory within that State. That constitution is to prohibit
t-lavery, and make it perfectly certain'lhat whatever States
may be formed out of California, they will come into the
I 'nion as free Slates ; for it j* provided by the constitution ot
the United States that no State shall be divided into two or
more Mate* without the assent of said State. It would then
require the assent of both Sta'es.that is, ot the peojlc form¬
ing the new Stale to be admitted from California as well as

of the [>eople of the State of California. The State of
California would never give her consent to formin? a slave
Sta'e out of her territory, after she herself had been admitted
w a tree State. I take it, then, that so far as the admusion
of California is concerned, with her present boundaries, it
is nothing less than the Wilmot proviso in it* most effective,
and therefore most odious and offensive form. Offensive, be¬
cause, bt ing in the form of a State, we cannot test its constitu-
tonality, a* we could and would do if applied to a Territorial
government, and jet the effVct, if not the exclusive otject, is
to exclude slavery from territory hereaf-er to be admit'ed as a
J-u e or S'ates There is, then, som»" difference between the
Claytonc< mpromis*- bill, and that now before u«, called by
"V i Ki'chie " the bdjus'ment."

I h» Clayton compromi**- bill left Texas the enjojm'-nt of
liti rightful boundaries. J>. only proposed to provide govern- ¦

ments for tba Territories of Oregon, California and New
Mexico.
The City too compromise bill did not propose to purchase

from Texas some ten degrees of territory, aod enough of it
south of 36° 30' to form at least two additional States, which,
if peimitted to remain in the State of Texas, would remain
slave 'territory, and which, if admitted into the Union from
the State of Texas, will inevitably be admitted ss slave States.
But if we take them from under the constitution of Texas,
and put them into a Territory subject to the Wilmot proviso,
we would enlarge the subject of contention, and they will be
finally admitted as free States. Here is a proposition, then,
which did not exist in the Clayton compromise bill, of taking
from under a slave constitution ten degrees of territory, and
converting it i0to free soil. There was no such proposition
ss that in the Clayton compromise-bill. And what further is
there in this bill > True, the amount of money to be paid
for converting this slave territory into free territory is left
blank.ten or fifteen millions will, perhaps, be proposed. It
is, then, proposed to make the people of the South pay ten .or
fifteen millions.and to pay it for what purpose } for what
benefit> In order that this immense territory shall be taken
from them and converted into free te-ritary. Mr. Ritchie
can see nothing in all this ; he cannot, for bu life, perceive
any difference between this bill and the Clayton compromise
bill.

Mr. Ritchie publishes an extract from the Clayton ompro-
mise bill, and then from the bill now under consideration.
The extract which he publishes from the Clayton compromise
bill, reads as follows :

"No law shall be |utued respecting the establishment of re¬

ligion, or respecting ilavery, or interfering with the primary
disposal of the public lands."
He says that the only difference between the two bills is

the insertion of the word " African" before the woid "sla¬
very" in the bill now under consideration. He then goes on

to show that this is the only difference between the two pro¬
positions.

Mr. President, I propose to show that there are palpable
errors.to call them by no worse name.in this bill. The
only difference that Mr. Ritchie can perceive between the two
bills is that in one bill the Territorial Legislature was pro¬
hibited from legislating "on the subject of slavery," and in
the other "on the subject of African slavery." On'looking
at the Clayton compromise bill, a true copy of which I have
procured from the Secretary, I find that the provision is in
these words :
" But no law shall be passed respecting the prohibition or

establishment of African slavery."
The Clayton compromise bill was reported in language

identical to that of the bill now under consideration. The
Senate, including myself among others, was dissatisfied with
this identical language, which Mr. Ritchie has fallen so deep¬
ly in love with. A majority of the Senate, being di««»iialled
with the language of that bill as reported, struck it out, and
inserted what I have just read to the Senate. Mr. Ritchie
did not then undertake to denounce the whole Senate for thus
amending the bill. He did not then perceive that the Senate
had done wrong. He did not then complain of the action of
the Senate ; but now, hit,-he complains moat lustily, and be
gives us what he calls a true record, when it turns out that
he has not examined the record, or, if he has examined it,
that he has given a false and untrue account of it.

Mr. Ritchie, at his own pleasure, assigns reasons for the
conduct of gentlemen who have acted with me in opposition
to this bill. I would repeat that, so far as I am individually
concernfd, the reasons assigned by him are untrue, and have
not the semblance of truth to sustain them. I consider the
amendment of the Senator from Mississippi as a great im¬
provement of the bill; but my vote shall not depend upon
the adoption of that amendment, because if it be rejected, and
other important amendments be made, I shall vote for the bill.

But, sir, Mr. Ritchie proceeds in his article and says :

"This is history, for it is cferived from the public records;
and yet, strange to say, some ot the gentlemen who, less than
two years ago, sustained the Clayton compromise, and de¬
nounced before their Southern constituencies those who de¬
feated that compromise, are now moving heaven and earth to
defeat an adjustment, jiving-, as their principal reason, a
clause identical -with the similar clause of the Clayton compro¬
mise. Taking all these things into consideration, -what are we
to think ? The friends ot the proposed adjustment have
expressly told its enemies from the South, that they were

willing to strike out the feature touching slavery, which some

gentlemen from the South (who had voted for the same fea¬
ture in the Clayton compromise) objected to, and that they
were willing to remove their new-found objections, by ad¬
mitting Mr. Pratt's amendment But even that has not proved
satisfactory. It ts all a mystery.all a mystery.-which arrays
Southern State-rights men in the Senate siile by side with
Messrs. Hale, Chase, and Seward, under the lead of Colonel
Benton, and arrays Southern State-rights men In the House
of Representatives by the side of Root, Wentworth, VVilmot,
and Horace Mann, under the lead of Joshua R. Giddings. "

Sir, it is not true, either that we are atlempting to move
heaven and earth. We are not so vain, or so wicked as to
attempt either. How Mr. Ritchie should ascertain that I
was opposed to the bill, is a matter wholly unknown to me.

Certainly I made no speech here against it; certainly I have
not heretofore expressed my opposition to it, in the course of
this debate. I have never before opened my mouth in rela¬
tion to the subject, except in relation to the report of the
Committee of Thirteen, which'constitutes no part of the bill.
Yet Mr. Ritchie assumes to assign for my opposition a
reason which I repudiated, and which I shall show to be
untrue. The article then proceeds to say, " taking all these
things into consideration, what are we to think I think it
is a pretty hard question to answer, what we are to think,
when we look to the gross misrepresentations and false record
presented to the country, of the reasons assumed by him for
others, which reasons are not true. I think, sir, we might
well exclaim in his own language, "that in view of all these
things, what are we to think [Laughter.] He then goes
on to say :

"It is all a mystery.all a mystery, which arrays Southern
States-rights men in the Senate side by side with Messrs.
Hale, Chase, and Seward, under the lead of Col. Benton.

Well, Mr. President, I should regard it as a very great
mystery if I were to be thus arrayed. Mr. Ritchie seems
to have forgotten that " those who live in glass houses ought
not to ifwow stones." Where does he stand } Where is he
HO* tO be found ? Where is he who arraigns me and other*
for the company in which we find ourselves > Why, sir, he
is not side by side with the d'atinguished Senator from Ken¬
tucky, (Mr. Clat,) and the distinguished Senator from Mas-
sachusetts, (Mr. Webster,) for they would not let him
stand there, but he is attempting to hang on to their coat-
tails. [Laughter.] He has forgotten his old position. He
has left his old friends. He, too, is found in strange compa¬
ny, and advocating and supporting strange doctrines. Be-
fore, therefore, he undertakes to reprimand others he haii
better look a little at home, and see how he stands in rela-
tion to his own course. But, sir, if I am to be found at all
with the company here mentioned, it will be only in a single
and solitary vote*; and, after that vote shall have been given,
we shall bland as wide apart as the poles. How long is it
since Mr. Ritchie was rallying and fighting under the banner
of the Senttor from Missouri, (Mr. Bexton ?) How long
since he abandoned his company ? How long since he com¬
menced denouncing him } How long has it been discovered
to be unpardonable to be found in company with the Senator
from Missouri, (Mr. Bbhtov >) Very recently, I take
it; for I have heard that Mr. Ritchie would not publish, until
very recently, extracts from papers in Missouri disapproving
of the course of the Senator from Missouri. Nothing of the
kind could ever find its way into Mr. Ritchie's paj»er until
very recently, when he found it was expedient to denounce
that Senator; and, since that time, he has even denounced
others if they gave a solitary vote with him. Does he not
know that Mr. Bektow approves every word in this bill, and
would support every provision of the bill if presented as sepa¬
rate measures, and that be only objects because they are
blended in one bill ? So that, in substance and measures,
Mr. Ritchie is acting with Col. Bektok, while I, for the
sake of principle, am fighting them both. He denounces ine
for voting with Col. Beaton.

In relation to those other gentlemen enumerated here with
whom it is alleged I stand side by side, I deny it; I repudiate
them. I have one declaration to make to Mr. Ritchie and to
the country, and I hope that my constituents will read it and
ponder over it, and if it is unworthy of their representative
they will repudiate me. I stand here to advocate and defend
their rights, and in the examination of great measures and
great principles, I am not to be induced to vote in a particu¬
lar way because that would bring me in company with par¬
ticular gentlemen. I am not one of those who would vote
against a bill because certain other gentlemen chose to vute
for it. I would rather act with Satan himself, and be right,
than act with the best man that ever lived and be wrong. I
shall examine all measures submitted for my action in this
body on their own merit*, and I shall cast my vote according
to my judginer.t of the merits of every n>ea«ure, without look¬
ing to see who votea for it or who votes against it. Mr.
Ritchie may not be able to appreciate this, or he may think
the people ot the country so remarkably stupid and ignorant
that they can J?e rallied for or against a measure on account of
the men who vote for or against it. Sir, he is mistaken. He
underrates the intelligence of the people, who look at these
measures for themselves. The people will form their opin¬
ions for themselves ; and no matter who votes for or against,
they will never lail to u?e every effort to prevent the passage
of an obnoxi >us or unjust law, or to secure the passage of a
beneficial and just one.

Mr. President, I have now answered the main points in
the charge of Mr. Kitcbie against me and others, and have
answered them truly, at all events. I am willing to go before
the country with my response. I would say here that this is
the only mode by which any thing favoring the position which
I and thoae who act with nie occupy can go to the country.In other words, the only mode by which any thing in oppo¬sition to this measure can reach the people is by a speech de¬
livered on thi* fliior. Every press, excepting the Republi:-.and that, I lielieve, stands neutral <>n this question.every
pres«, or the two prominent presses, are out in favor of this
measure. Allthr.ew<re in favor of it at one time. This
paper of Mr. K<t.;bie pirtieula'ly ha« became very warm and
zeaku-for it, at.d ha« even denounced Son'hem Deraccrats

who find fault with it, and undertake* to read them oat of
the party because they will not blindly support a measure
which their judgments condemn. How stands this matter ?
What is the relative strength of the bill with the Southern
Democracy in this body f According to my estimate there
can be found but five Southern Democrats in favor of it
There are certainly eleven opposed to it. And while there
are eleven against and five for the position of Mr. Ritchie he
undertakes to denounce the eleven, and read them out of the
party.

Mr. FOOTE. V^jll the honorable Senator allow me for a
moment ?

Mr. TURKEY. Certainly.
Mr. FOOTE. If I understand their position, not one of

the honorable Senators from the South, to whom allusion hai
been made, has declared himself to be entirely opposed to this
measure. They were all very particular in declaring that if
certain amendments were made they would favor the measure.
I trnw beg leave to say to the honorable 8enator that, so far
aiTam concerned, I am in favor of amendments, and have
been from the beginning of this controversy down to the pre¬
sent moment. If reasonable amendments be made, I hope
there will not be the least difference between the different
Democratic Senators from the South on this measure. If the
honorable Senator from Louisiana (Mr. 8oci.z) was correctly
understood the other day, he was very far from being opposed
to this measure toto calo, but declared himself to be in favor
of it if certain amendments were made. I do not believe that
there is one man on this side of the house who will not sup¬
port this measurf in the event of such amendments being
made as will render it acceptable to all.

Mr. TURNEY. Mr. Preaident, I really do not see the
point of the explanation, neither can I conceive why it was
necessary to interrupt me in order to make the explanation. I
was speaking of Mr. Ritchie's article against me and others.

Mr. FOOTE. Did you not speak of 8enatora from the
South ?

Mr. TURNEY. I spoke of Seoatora from the 8outh with
a view only to show the number for and against the bill, and
I repeated at least half a dozen times that I would be satis-
tied with the bill if certain amendments be made. I have
gone further. I have gone on to show that, even if this
amendment of the Senator from Mississippi (Mr. Davis) be
rejected, yet if other important amendments be made I shall
vote for the bill. I want to know who are the friends of the
bill and who are not. When we speak of a bill, we speak not
of a bill as it may be amended, but as it is oh the table. I
would say that there is not a man in America who would op¬
pose this bill if it should be so amended as to suit his con¬
veniences and views? not one. When I speak of this bill, I
speak of it as it is, not of it as it may be amended or changed,
for then it may become an entire new bill.
Mr. FOOTE. I am sorry to be under the necessity of in¬

terrupting tne honorable gentlemen again. Does the honora¬
ble Senator from Tennessee wish to be understood aa declar¬
ing that, in hia opinion, anr friend of thia bill has opposedreasonable amendments } Does he not know, does not the
country know, that the honorable chairman of the committee
of thirteen, in the beginning, and ever since, has offered no
opposition to reasonable amendments Has not the honora¬
ble Senator from Michigan (Mr. Cias) said the same ' Have
we not all said the same precisely ? Have not those us who
are in favor of the measure expected that modifications would
be made ! Several, including myself, have declared their
determination, at a seasonable time, to offer amendments ? I
understand, then, from the indications around me, that there
will be no opposition to the bill, of an inflexible character, if
it be properly amended.

Mr. TIJRNEY. I do not know exactly what the Senator
means by inflexiHe opposition. I really do not know how to
discuss the merits of a bill not before us. I will not discuss
the merits of the bill as it may be after it shall have been
amended, but as t is now. How are we to discuss what the
bill will be after it shall have been amended, when we do not
know how it wil. he amended ? I was not speaking of the
conduct of Senatoj at all. I was speaking of the course of
this high priest, 01 rather of this man who would be high-
priest of the Democratic party. He seems to speak, or as¬
sumes to speak, by authority ; and that authority is that no
amendment will be-nade. He has denounced us because we
want amendments t( this bill. We are denounced because we
will not vote for thit bill unless it be amended, not because we
are not in favor of pssing some bill. We are denounced be¬
cause we do not tafe this bill as it is, as it comes from the
hands of the commttee. That is what we are denounced
for. It was to that p>int, and to that point alone, that I was
calling the attentionof the Senate and of the country. I
am anxious to vote fo the settlement and adjustment of the
whole question, and an anxious to vote for this bill, if it be
amended so as to makeit acceptable to me. I have written let¬
ters home to this effect. I have gone so far as to express the
hope that amendments vould be made which would enable
me, and all other true ran of the South, to give this bill our
hearty support. I have expressed this hope in letters to my
constituents. I did not harge any one here with a desire to
defeat amendments. I im willing to believe, and hope, that
a majority will be found n favor of placing the bill in a shape
to make it acceptable to the Southern people ; but whether
the friends of the bill wil permit it to be ao amended, time
alone will show. What, let me ask, is the great bone of
contention ? What do the Southern people desire ?.I mean
those of them that act with me, aM entertain my opinions.Is there any man in the South, to be found any where, call him a
Calhounist, call him a disunionist, or >ny other opprobrious
term, if you choose.I challenge Mr. Ritctie, and others who
take his position, to point me to a solitary m*n who acts with
me, who demands for the South any more than \he constitution
guaranties. Is there any man that demands {or the South
more than equality with the people of the North ' Has any
Southern man proposed to exclude the Northern people from
migrating to the Territories * Has any such idea as that been
advanced or advocated by the Southern people ? No, sir j
far from it. All they ask, and all they ever have asked, is
their constitutional rights ; that they shall be permitted to en¬
ter the Territories with their property, upon an equal footing
and with equal rights with their brethren of the free Stfctes.
This is all they ask. They ask no more than that. And
any body who supposes that the South will aubmit to anything less, greatly underestimates the people of the South.
They claim to be freemen, and they claim that the constitu¬
tion was as much made for them as for the people of the
North.

But Mr. Ritchie says that the integrity and nationality of
the Democratic party must be preserved, and it can only be
preserved by a total sacrifice of all these rights of the South¬
ern people. And because I, for one, will not agree to this
sacrifice, does he hold me up and denounce tine.
Now, I ask what Senators mean when they talk to you of

extreme South and of extreme Southron men ? Will gentle¬
men point me to any unreasonable demand made by South¬
ern men } The constitution of the country makes them equal
to the North, and they would be degraded and disgraced,
were they to consent to be any thing less. I hope they will
never consent to surrender any portion of their conatitutional
rights.

Mr. Ritchie has taken occasion, also, to denounce the Mis¬
souri compromise line. He denounces it, and denounces all
thoee who advocate it. Why, sir, Mr. Ritchie has gone for
north of 36° 30'Jhimself. Reduce California to the line of
36° 30*; run the line through Texas ; compensate Texas
for whatever you may purchase of her territory j and then
organize Territorial Governments founded upon the non-in¬
tervention doctrine, and I will vote for the bill. Will we

gain nothing by that' We know that we will gain at least
two Southern States in Texas. There will be no dispute in
relation to that. If that part of the territory of Texas remain
under a slave constitution, be kept under it, it will come
into the Union as a slave State. We know that, and we
know further, from the signs of the times, that if thi» part of
the territory of Texas be taken from her, and put under the
territorial form of government, it is destined to come into the
Union as a free State. There is the power to accomplish it.
If the Southern boundary of California be reduced to the line
of 36° 30', territory enough will be left south of that line to
form one State at least, with an equal chance of making it a
slave State, which ia all that the South can ask or demand.
There is not a Southern man who would demand to the letter
the constitutional rights of the South. I defy Mr. Ritchie, I
defy any one else, to designate a solitary man in the South
who demands his full share of constitutional right. If the
South were to demand that, they would not only demand that
the Wilmot proviso should not be spread over the Territories,
but they would require that any obstruction, any difficulties,
growing out of any doubt in relation to the laws of Mexico,
ought to l>e removed at once, and that the right to carryslaves into the Territories should be recognised by this Gov¬
ernment. They would do this, if thev demanded all »S*ir
constitutional rights as equal citizens of this Union. I un¬
dertake to say, therefore, that Mr. Ritchie has no right to
read two thirds of the Democratic party of the South out of
that party for dillering with him, and for maintaining the
rights of the South. I believe that the Democratic party are
governed by democratic republican doctrines. We mighthave a right to turn Mr. Ritchie out, but he has none to ex¬
pel us. I shall, therefore, still regard myself as belonging to
the Democratic party, and shall continue to act with it, re¬
gardless of Mr. Ritchie. I will conclude, by saying that I
hope and trust the time is not far distant when there will be a
press in the city of Washington that will do some little jus¬tice to the people of the South, and will appeal to the coun¬
try in their behalf.

Mr. FOOTE. I do not rise to address the Senate at anylength, as I am exceedingly anxious that we should proceed
to the vote without delay ; nor shall I enter at all into the
general merits of the pending controversy. But I feel bound
to say a few words in vindication of Mr. Ritchie, who is, as
we all know, so eminently able to defend himself as to most
of the allegation* which have bren made against him. I
will say to the Senator from Tennessee, in response to one
of the last of'his remarks, that he need be under no appre¬hension of being read out of the Democratic party l»y Mr.
Ritchie. Mr. Ritchie has never undertaken to do it, or thought
of doing it. The honorable Senator has made a great mis¬
take in regard to the character of the measure before this body.It happens not :. be a party measure at all. It chances to b«
a measure above party, and in relation to which it i* the

duty of all patriots to co-operate and unite. That is the
opinion, I well know, of Mr. Ritcbie. He attempt* to read
oo man oat of the Democratic party in connexion with thia
measure. He dors not treat it aa a party measure. He would
acorn to apeak upon it aa a party meaaure. He lock* upon it
aa a great measure of conciliation and adjustment, in which
all patriots, wherever located or however aaaociaied politically,
are bound to unite, and in aupport of which the whole coun¬

try, with slight and moat lamentable exceptions, concurs.
Mr. TURKEY. I have only to inquire, that if Mr. Ritchie

does not regard it aa a party meaaure, why doea he denounce
only the Democratic Senators who oppeae it, whilst he makes
no comment on the course of other gentlemen who do uot
support the measure } I think the Senator from Mississippi
cannot have read the article.

Mr. FOOTE. I have read the whole of the article, and I
beg leave to say That the Senator'a course in reference to this mat¬
ter appeara to me to be s.unewhat inconsistent. He first charges
Mr. Ritchie with being the advocate and the editorial cham¬
pion of the diatinguished Senator from Kentucky, (Mr. Cut,)
whose party position is perfectly well known to be adverse to
that of Mr. Ritchie ; and, after so doing, he alleges that Mr.
Ritchie is endeavoring to read gentlemen oat of the Demo¬
cratic party because they do not support this meaaure. This
charge of not being a true and loyal Democrat, because of not
following the lead of the moat distinguished Whig in the
Union, appears to my apprehension to involve something like
a gross confusion of ideas. This whole notion is founded in
an error. Mr. Ritchie does not recogniae the meaiure before
us as a party measure, and haa so over and over declared ; but
as a great measure far above all mere party conaiderations.
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ki*g,) called the

Senator to order for irrelevancy.
Mr. FOOTE. I simply wish to defend my venerable edi¬

torial friend, who has been very unkindly aasailed. I am not
going into the merits of the controversy between Mr. Ritchie
and these gentlemen. No doubt Mr. Ritchie is perfectly pre¬
pared to meet them upon all the points involved, in a manner

entirely satiafactory to the country ; but 1 did not feel at lib¬
erty to remain entirely silent whilst a violent assault was be¬
ing made upon the sensibility and character of a man whose
wisdom, patriotism, inflexible regard for principle, and a
thousand high moral qualities, had, in earlier and purer timea,
secured to him the friendship and esteem of such men as Jef-
feraon, Madison, and other great and good men, now no

longer upon earth, and who, I venture to predict, will descend
to posterity aa one worthy to be honestly remembered, when
all the accusations of the present time shall have been disre¬
garded and forgotten. To illuatrate what I am now saying,
and to show how little danger there is of Mr. Ritchie's suffering
ferious detriment from the decrial now in progress, I will violate
in some degree the secresy of private intercourse, and mention
that I have learned withm a few days past that the present distin¬
guished Governor of the Old Dominion was, not long since,
heard to say that he regarded the present position of the vene¬
rable editor ot the Union as one of more honor than any which
he has ever heretofore held; and I know that a similar senti¬
ment is most widely entertained by many of the most renown¬
ed statesmen and patriots to be found in the Republic. Sus¬
tained, coniided in, and defended by such friends, he need
dread no assailment that is threatened here or elsewhere, whe¬
ther by speech or pen.
The PRESIDING OFFICER stated the discussion to be

out of order.
Mr. TURNEY. If Mr. Ritchie does not regard this as a

party measure, I repeat, why does he denounce only the Demo¬
crats who are opposed to it} There is not a word said against
other Senators. Not a whisper. I do not care what Mr.
Ritchie's character may be. He may stand very high with
the Governor of Virginia, but it is nevertheless very certain
that he has given a fa'se account of the record. I ba»e taken
occasion to speak of these matters here in vindication of my¬
self. It was my right, and I chose to exercise that right.

Mr. WALKER suggested whether it would not be in order
to refer the matter relating to Mr. Ritchie to the Committee
on Printing ? [Laughter.]

Mr. WHITCOMB then addressed the Senate for an hour.
Mr. DICKINSON. I have but a word to say. It has

seemed to me from the beginning that an undue consequence
has been given to the section under consideration, and to both
the amendments proposed to it. I do not favor the original
section, which prohibits legislation in respect to African sla¬
very, and shall vote to strike it out, but I shall vote for the
bill if it is retained, because I deem the measure of so much
consequence that I will not be turned from its support by de¬
tails of minor importance of which I do not approve. The
Senator from Mississippi, (Mr. Davis,) notwithstanding the
bill authorizes the Territorial Legislature to act upon all
" rightful subjects of legislation," believes that certain po¬
lice legislation, which he thinks may become necessary, may,
by a strict construction of the section, be prohibited, and has
proposed an amendment providing that nothing contained in
that section shall be construed to prevent proper legislation
for the protection of every species of property there, or which
may be carried there in conformity with the constitution and
laws of the United States. I suppose this amendment can-
vot be necessary under any view of the case, since rightful
subjects of legislation are provided for; but the Senator
thinks it is, and I see no particular harm in it except that
it makes provision for cases already sufficiently provided for.
The Senator from Ohio (Mr. Chase) then, to guard against
any inference which may be drawn from the amendment of
the Senator from Mississippi authorizing slavery, proposes to
add a further proviso, that nothing therein contained shall be
construed to authorize slavery, &c. This is not, as has been
supposed by some, the ordinance of 1787 over again, but merely
rebuts any inference authorizing slavery which the Senator
thinks maybe drawn from the amendment of the Senator from
Mississippi. As, however, no such authority is there or can be
put there, by construction, there can be no provision necessary
to rebut such presumption. Beside?, as this is a proviso to
a proviso, if the amendment of the Senator from Missis¬
sippi contains objectionable or doubtful phraseology, it should
be corrected directly, by changing the language of the amend¬
ment, and not by explaining it by a further proviso. If I
thought the amendment of the Senator from Mississippi could
possibly be construed as is supposed, I would vote to change
it, but I am sure it cannot, and that no amendment is ne¬

cessary.
Now, sir, I wish to say, once for all, that it is not my in¬

tention, either directly or indirectly, to favor by voice or vote
the extension of slavery or the restriction of slavery, in the
Territories, by Congress, or any interference with the subject
whatsoever. Nor am I influenced in this conclusion by the
local laws of the Territory in question, either natural or arti¬
ficial.the lawrf of nature or the laws of man ; and, for all
the purposes of present action, I will not inquire what they
are in either respect. I will stand upon the true principles
of non-intervention, in the broadest possible sense, for non-
intervention's sake, to uphold the fundamental principles of
freedom, and for no other reason, and will leave the people
of the Territories and of the States to such rights and privi¬
leges as are theirs under the constitution and laws of the
United States, without addition to or diminution from such
rights by the action of Congress.
The question was then taken by yeas and nays on the

amendment of Mr. Chase, and resulted as follows :

YEAS.Messrs. Baldwin, Bradbury, Bright, Chase, Clark,
Cooper, Corwin, Davis, of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dodge, ot
Wisconsin, Douglas. Felch, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Miller,
Norris, Seward, Shields, Smith, Spruance, Upham, Wal¬
ker, Webster, and Whiteomb.25.
NAYS.Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Benton, Berrien,

Butler, Cass, Clay, Clemens, Davis, of Mississippi, Dawson,
Dickinson, Dodge, of Iowa, Downs, Foote, Houston, Hunter,
Jones, King, Mangum, Mason, Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk,
Sebastian, Soule, Sturgeon, Turney, and Underwood.30.
So the amendment was not agreed to.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now re¬

curs on the amendment offered by the Senator from Missis¬
sippi.
The yeas and nays having been demanded, and ordered on

this amendment, resulted as follows :

YEAS.Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Berrien, Builer,
Clay, Clemens, Davis, of Mississippi, Dawson, Dickinson,
Downs, Foote, Houston, Hunter, King, Mangum, Mason,
Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Soule, Turney, and
Underwood.25.
NAYS.Messrs. Baldwin. Benton, Bradbury, Bright,Cass,Chase, Clarke, Cooper, Corwin, Davis, of Massachusetts,

Davton, Dodge, of \Y i sconsin, Dodge, of Iowa, Douglas,Felch, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Jones, Miller, Norris, Se¬
ward, Shields, Smith, Spruance, Sturgeon, Upham, Walker,Webster, and Whiteomb.30.
So the amendment was not agreed to.
Mr. 8EWARD. I now submit the following amend¬

ment, to be inserted at the thirty-eighth section:
"Neither slavery nor involuntary servitude, otherwise than

bjr conviction for crime, shall ever be allowed in either of said
Territories of Utah and New Mexico."
Tbe question on the amendment of Mr. Seward was taken

by yeas and hays, and resulted as follows :
YEAS.Messrs. Baldwin, Bradbury, Bright, Chase, Clarke,

Cooper, Corwiij, Davis, of Massachusetts, Day ton, Dodge, of
Wisconsin, Dougla«, Felch, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Miller,
Norris, Seward, Shields, Smith, Upham, Whiicomb, Walker
.23.
NAYS.Messrs.Atchison, B:idger, Bell, Benton, Berrien,

Butler, Cass, Clay, Clemens, Davis, of Mississippi, Dawson,
Dickinson, Dodge, of Iowa, Downs, Foote, Houston, Hunter,
Jones, King, Mangum, Mason, Morton, Pearce, Pratt,Rusk, Sebastian, Soule, Spruance, Sturgeon,Turner, Under¬
wood, Webster, Yulee.33.. .

So the amendment was not agreed to.
Mr. BERRIEN. I move to strike out in the sixth line of

the tenth section the words "in respect to," and insert the
words " establishing or prohibiting." The scction will then
read :

.. But no law law shall be passed interfering with the pri¬
mary disposal of (he soil, nor establishing or prohibiting Afri¬
can slavery."
The question, being taken on the amendment of Mr. Ber-

¦ iew, resulted as follows :

YEAS.Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Berrien, Borland,
Bu'ler, Clay, Clemens, Davis, of Miss., Dawson, Dickinson,
Downs, Foote, Houston, Hunter, Jones, King, Mangum,Mason, Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Soule,
Spruance, Sturgeon, Turney, Webster, Yulee.30.
NAYS.Messrs. Baldwin,' Benton, Bradbury, Bright, Cass,

Chase, Clarke, Cooner, Corwin, Da>is, of Massachusetts,Davton, Dodge, of Wisconsin, Dodge, of Iowa, Douglas,Feleb, Greene, Hale, Haiuliu, Miller, Norris, Seward,Shields, Smith, Underwood, Upham, Walker, Whitcomb.27.
So the amendment was adopted.
Mr. HALE. I propose to amend the section by adding, af¬

ter the word "prohibiting," the worda "or allowing."The queation was taken on the amendment of Mr. Hals,and resulted as follows : a

YEAS.Messrs. Baldwin, Bradbury, Chase, Clarke, Cor¬
win, Davit, of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dodge, of Wisconsin,Douglas, Felch, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Miller, Norris, Se¬
ward, Shields, Smith, Upham, Walker, Whitcomb.21.
NAYS.Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Benton, Berrien,Borland, Bright, Butler, Cass, Clay, Clemens, Cooper, Davis,of Mississippi, Dawson, Dickinson, Dodge, of Iowa, Downs,

Foote, Houston, Hunter, Jones, King,Mangum, Mason, Mor¬
ton, Fearce, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Soule, Spru&nce, Stur¬
geon, Turney, Underwood, Webster, Yulee.36.

8o the amendment was rejected.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now ra-

curs on the motion to ttrike out the words "nor establishing
nor prohibiting African slavery."
The question was then taken on the motion of Mr. Doug¬

las, to strike out the worda "nor establishing nor prohibit¬
ing African slavery and it resulted as follows :

YEAS.Messrs. Bradbury, Cass, Chase, Clarke, CIhv,
Cooper, Corwin, Dickinson, Dodge, of Iowa, Douglas, Felch,
Greene, Hamlin, Jones, Miller, Norris, Seward, Shields,
Sturgeon, Underwood, Upham.21.
NAYS.Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Benton,

Berrien, Borland, Bright, Butler, Clemens, Davis, of Mis¬
sissippi, Dawson, Dodge, of Wisconsin, Downs, Foote, Hale,
Houston, Hunter, King, Mangum, Mason, Morton, Fearce,
Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Soule, Spruance, Turney, Walker,
Webster, Whitcomb, and Yulee.33.

Mr. WALKER. I believe my amendment will- now be
in order. I now move to amend the bill in the tenth section,
by adding after the word "slavery" the following words:
" And that peon slavery is forever abolished and prohibited."Mr. HALE. I move to amend that amendment by striking
out the word "peon." [Laughter.]

Mr. WALKER. We have juat voted on a proposition in
regard to African slavery, and it has been rejected. There
is a species of slavery there which I think ought to be abol¬
ished, and against which none has been more eloquent in his
declamation than the honorable Senator from Louisiana. It
is in regard to this species of slavery that I propose my amend¬
ment, and I hope it will be adopted.Mr. BENTON. The amendment is well founded and
deserves the attention of the Senate. With the view of
showing this I will read from an ordinance passed at Monte¬
rey in relation to peonage :

"That no person whatever shall from henceforth hire oruke into his service any Indian without a certificate from theformer employer of that Indian stating that the said employerhas no claims on the services of that iitdian for wages ad¬vanced. "

It is still stronger in the Spanish, the word amo, which is
translated "employer," corresponding with our words "mas¬
ter, owner, or proprietor." The ordinance in another clause
tht.i goes on to say :

" Any person taking into his employment any Indian with-
out such certificate, and advancing any money or property tothe said Indian, shall forfeit any money or property so advanc.
ed; and if it should be proved that any Indian has been enticedt
away front the service of his master, the person convicted of
having so enticed him shall be liable to a fine not exceedingtwenty dollars nor less than five dollars."

This ordinance was issued at Monterey on the 11th of
January, 1847. The word "slavery," which is in the amend¬
ment ottered by the Senator from Wisconsin, I do not think
is technically correct. I would suggest that the word " servi¬
tude" would be more technically correct.

Mr. WALKER. I accept the suggestion of the Senator
from Missouri.

Mr. PRATT. It occurs to me, Mr. President, that we
have no legislative power to interfere with this subject.Slavery either exists there or it does not. This peonage, to
which the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin was in¬
tended to apply, was servitude existing by virtue of the con¬
tract of the individuals. Here, then, is this servitude exist¬
ing by the recognised law of that country. Now, what righthas Congress to interfere with the vested rights of these peo¬ple, and say that those rights shall not exist which are guaran¬tied by the treaty between this country and Mexico >

But, sir, if this amendment is passed, if slavery or servi¬
tude, either in the peon or the negro, is abolished there, it
must include the obligation on the part of this Government to
pay the debt for which that servitude was pledged, or the va¬
lue of the African slave, if that species of slavery is to be
abolished, I do, therefore, hope that this disposition to otter
amendment afier amendment, for the purpose of testing the
same question again and again, will be resisted by the Se¬
nate, and that they will be voted down.

Mr. DAYTON. I feel the full force of the remarks which
have just fallen from my friend from Maryland, and it seems
to me that they should arrest the attention of the Senate. It
appears to me that we are proposing to interfere with vested
right?, so far as I have any knowledge of this system of
peonage. Now, sir, I think that whatever we may do as to
the future, we should let the present stand. If it is in order
now to move to amend the amendment of the Senator from
Wisconsin, I will move to amend it by adding after the words
"peon slavery," the words "growing out of or connected
with any future contract." I propose that as an amendment,
and, if it should be agreed to, the whole amendment can be
voted down, if it be deemed necessary.

Mr. WALKER. I do not know what the Senator from
Maryland intended to imply by Senators moving the same
question again and again, but I can assure him that my mo¬
tive was not to reach the question of African slavery under
this guise. I assure the Senator and the country that I had
no such intention whatever.
One other observation. As I understand peon service it is

a kind of a modified form of imprisonment for debt. Now,
we know that the Congress of the United States has heretofore
abolished the system of imprisonment for debt. In the case
of these peons they are obliged to work for a certain master,
to whom they are confined, and imprisonment for debt ia onlybeing confined to certain limits. Congress has already ex¬
ercised jurisdiction in abolishing imprisonment for debt, and
as we are now legislating for a Territory under a doctrine
which has already been decided, I think we may clearly ex¬
ercise this power. However, I am willing to defer to the
opinions of those who are more enlightened on this subjectthan I am.
On motion of Mr. CLEMENS, the Senate then adjourned.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.

Wednesday, June 5, 1850.
On motion of Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, the House re¬

solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the
Union, (Mr. Botd, of Kentucky, in the chair,) and resumed
the consideration of the message of the President transmitting
the constitution of the State of California.

Mr. JONES, (Mr. Dcxham, who was entitled to the floor
yielding,) said that he did not intend to attempt to make a

speech upon this subject or the pending question. He pro¬
posed at this time to otter a proposition, or to give notice of
what he would offer when it should be in order, which would
clearly and definitely indicate his position in regard to this
momentous question. He desired a settlement, whether it
had the effect to make or unmake great men or aspirants, and
wished to restore peace and harmony to a distracted country.
He now moved, in lieu of the bill of the gentleman from Wis¬
consin, (Mr. Doty,) the following bill. If it was not in
order, he would give notice that he would offer it when it
should be in order. It was simitar to the bill reported by Mr.
Clat, in the Senate, to admit California and to form Ter¬
ritorial Governments for Utah and New Mexico.
His proposition was to strike out of the bill of the Senate,

in sections ten and twenty-seven, (these sections being similar
to each other, defining the legislative powers of the Terri¬
tories of Utah and New Mexico,) in the following paragraph,
the words " nor in respect to African slavery:"
" Rut no law shall be passed interfering with the primary

disposal of the soil, nor in respect to African slavery."
He also proposed to strike out, in that part of the bill in

relation to the claim of Texas to New Mexico, in the para¬
graph defining the boundary of Texas as " beginning at the
«point on the Rio del Norte, commonly called El Paso, and
' running up that river twenty miles, measured by a straight
«line thereon," the words " commonly calUd El Paso, and
running up that river twenty miles, measured by a straight
line thereon," and insert in lit u thereof the words " where
the 34th degree of north latitude crosses said river."
He proposed, also, to add to the sixth section (which pro¬

vides that if the "State of Texas shall refuse or decline to
' accede te the preceding articles they shall become null and
. void, and the United States shall be remitted back to all their
. territorial rights in the same state and condition as if these
4 articles of compact had never been tendered to the accept-
. ance of the State of Texas") the following proviso :
" Provided, That rothing in this act conta ned shall be so

construed as in any manner to impair the right of the State of
Texas to all tHe t»-r tory as claimed by her, in the event that
the terms proposed o said State of Texas should not be
accepted."
He said that he would merely remark, in presenting this,

that in his opinion it was the ordy practic%blc proposition that
was now or had been before Congress. He would, as an

alterna'ive, take the Missouri compromise ; but would prefer
this to that. He believed at this time to advocate the Mis¬
souri coroi romise was to oppose the settlement of this agi-
tatir.g question.
The CHAIRMAN stated that the amendment was not now

in order,"ihere being previous amendments pending.
Mr. DUNHAM ilvn took the floor, and occupied his hour

in a speech on the subject of slavery.
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, also spoke an hour in re¬

ply to a speech of Mr. WisthuHp, made some time s nee,
and also on the responsibility of the Whig party for the an¬

nexation of Texas.
Mr. McLEAN, of Kentucky, and Mr. HOAGLAND, each

spoke an hour, and then the House adjourned.

THE PUBLIC PRINTING.
In Skiate, Jtas 7, 1850.

Mr. MA80N. Mr. President, I am charged with ihepetition of Wm. A. Belt, one of the contractors lor the publicprinting of the two Houses of Congress. I have read thepetition, and it sets forth in substance the inability of the con¬tractor to continue the public printing upon the terms of hi*contract. Upon conversation with the Senator who is at the-head of the Committee on Printing, (Mr. Borlabu,) I learnfrom bim that the committee have some time since had thiesub ect of the condition of the public printing before them,and that their deliberations resulted in the resolutions repottedby them to the 8enate some time since, to which an amend¬
ment was offered by the chairman of the committee himself.Those resolutions, in substance, recommend that the con¬tract under which the public printing is now executed shouldbe abrogated upon terms set forth in the resolutions, but theSenate has not yet acted upon those resolutions. The objectof the petitioner in presenting this memorial to Congress, ashe informs me, is to bring to the attention of the Senate forits consideration the fact that it will be out of his power to-continue the public printing upon the term* of the presentcontract, and that with every disposition, as stated in the pe¬tition, to discharge the duties which he has assumed, bewill be disabled from doing it, in order that the Senate maytake such action on the subject as the Senate may deem pro¬per. He has expressed in the petition and in conversation with
me extreme reluctance to discontinue the public printing, as itmight be considered disrespectful towards the Senate, and hedesires to lay before that body the reasons why be is disabledfrom fulfilling his contract, and to ask the consideration ofthe subject, and that a proper remedy may be provided.Mr. M. then read the material parts of the following peti¬tion :

To the honorable the Senate aiul House of Repreientativcaofthe United State*.
The undersigned begs leave most respectfully to representthat he became the contractor tor certain classes of the publieprinting under the joint act of the two houses of Congress,passed the third day ot August, eighteen hundred andforty-six.
Before entering into the contract, he considered the meanswhich he might command, and they were, the materials« preus¬

es, and other means at the Union Office where the work has
been executed.
Those means were supposed to be fully adequate to the un¬

dertaking, and he is yet convinced that, under ordinary cir¬
cumstances, the contractor would have been able to execute the
contract to the entire satisfaction of Congress, by a prompt de¬
liver}' of all the work which was stipulated to be performed.He is prepared to show, by unquestionable evidence, that
every endeavor has been made to execute the contract (Villi- -

K*D^tthS public WOrk h" never executed bat¬
tel it to well, and never more promptly, than durinirthe »re-
sent session, notwithstanding the extraordinary impedimenta
to which the work ha. been subjected. Of thSTf^u h«
speaks with undoubting confidence.
ciitin.*n»..K,th*t l!lert ha* been an apparent delay in the exe-

» i ,
work; but it has arisen from cau.es altogether

beyond the control of the contractor. With as large an Office
To ex"cuTeP fhr^Vr * " tVer been ^etofoXemployed

the contractor has been prevented from deliverine the n.Zi.
rapidly " w" anxiouslydert'S I a con.

Firstamon^ih1 °VCr which he cou,d e*ercise no control,
wetk^iife *.Lie,ecau#eVw«»the lou of more than three
want ,,f ¦ m?l,u,criPt» were received, owinir to the
lv rhL orBauiZHf,on ,n the House ofRepresentatives . second-

Which I
'

I unprecedented number of extra conies
tive Paneps°iTde 10^ "ruck, (ofthetwo volume, ofExec

"

83,000 ;) fi!tlXeXthTPlo«,^8^?0COpiefiiOftheTre*8ury RePort»

SSsSisP^SiS
SSuto^emSl?^^ *We»,° he

,r.dthe t.e,rm» of the contract been more liberal, the con-
tractoi would have been enabled to obtain additional force

oven »h Pre?8 power t0 enable him to execute promptly
But ni\npreCe» am0lfnt of work which was ordered. 7

erTn n I c°ntract was a lo.ing one, it was not in hi. pow-

was di«charB^in«^ if"!'? #lrranKcmenU' #nd thought he
a. uncharging lu. whole duty, under the circura.tances in"

executing h,s work a. well and more rapidly th^^t Sd eier
beenexecu ed by others, under more favorable term, and

to keeP.rTr CirCU1m,UnCe$- He ^ forced, beside.,
1 23 i m

» large number of hands for
a considerable period of time; without havin* any
thing for them to do, because of the delay in organizing the

Hon£.°hJRepre*entat,T«- And the contingent fund of^oth
cordino- »nT^ eX»baU?te- e ®®u'd not obtain compenaation ac-

was liiv^i!) 'spallations °( h" contract for hi. work as it

hrvvt ri 6 W" thereby forced 10 obtain means at
nea\ j cost from other courses, in order to enable him to fulfil

?nZ fuff"Si,?,fV.KThe,ef»Cut8tr8 ur*ed b> the underligned,
as imnt . h ». iUt 3 °Ur honorab,e bodies will regard them

andTouldnnt reasons why the contractor did not,
nrinf" employ additional mean, to execute the public
printing with more rapidity.

p

The undersigned begs leave further to state, that when it
wa» ascertained that the work ordered by Congress was greater

iluh that mCanS, 8t h" d,',P°«*1 would .I,ow him to execute,
w ,!n h proml?tn®M *hlch the public interests demanded,and

f l.
e cll*cum*tance. already detailed

piol Un,iimP°M \!m 10 Procure additional lorce, mate-

ch.frmon !!f?k P£Wer' , P1"0"?^ informed the honorable
chairman of the Senate s committee on public printinic (who
tion Khi'Jh? 7 addr.essed him on the .ubject) of the situa-

?f thi rasip,aced Yand l,e Put U w,thin the power
® to abrogate the contract, and make whatever

lioTi^rests (letmed necessary to promote the pub-
Having done that, the contractor ha. been led to believe,

rom time to time, by certain movement, made in the Senate,
that .ome new arrangement would be effected by Cougress, and

fionorabtb^^s. 3Cd UntUthe Pre,ent limeaddreMinK>our
But, a. no definite movement ha. been made in either House

0 congress, and a. the pressure upon him i. now becoming
every fay greater and greater, he thinks it due to Congress,
a. well a. to himself, to give them notice in time to make the
necemry arrangements, before he may be compelled to lus-t

pend his labors with the public printing now on hi. hand..
He pray., therefore, with all re.pect, that Congre.s would

>e pleased to grant an inquiry before the joint committee of
ne two Hou.e., (a. the contract i. made under joint re»olu-
ion,) to a.certain how the contract ha. been fulfilled, and how
the work has been done ; and to see what relief may be given
to the centractor, and what arrangements may be made for ear-

ever^ ^ ^ongressional printing with more expedition than

Exclusively of the large portion of the public printing which
has been completed, there is (till a large quantity on hand, and
among these jobs is the 2£d volume of the Executive Docu-
ment., which i. much advanced, and the Patent Office report,
which i. now in the proce.. of being .tereotyped.
The contractor beg. leave, in the mo.t re.pectful manner, to

remind your honorable bodie., that, even if there had beenju.t
cause of complaint against him, in relation to the execution of
the contract, he might also allege that he would have been un¬

able to obtain, until the deficiency bill lately passed, anv pay¬
ment for the several jobs, as they were finished off, agreeably
to another stipulation in the contract.
Every part of the contract is a losing one, except one clause.

and but one job has been done under that clause.and for the
amount due for that job under the contract the contractor hat
deducted nearly two-thirds. Yet, if 7our honorable bodiea
would grant him more reasonable term, than the contract calla-
for, on the immense mass of work which has been executed,
and is now going on, he would most cheerfully throw this job
in, and scale it according to the terms which Congre.. in it*
wisdom and ju.tice would think fit to allow.
1 he contractor i. perfectly willing to .hare the large ma»»

of printing which u now on hand with any other office which
may be de.ignated by your honorable bodies, on the term*
which »uch office may be willing to receive ; or, if thi. be not
sati..actory, the under.igned i. willing that the work may be
placed at the disposal of your honorable bodies, so that such a

destination may be given to it, without reference to the con¬

tract, as the public interests may require.WILLIAM M. BELT.
Washihotow, Jcxe 4, 1850.

Mr. MASON. Whatever may be thought of the reason*

given by the contractor for being thus disabled from comply¬
ing with his contract, the fact remains that it is unquestiona¬
bly necessary that some measures should be taken in rela¬
tion to the public printing.

Mr. DAYTON. Who is the contractor f
Mr. MASON. William E. Belt. '

Mr. DAYTON. Who are his sureties ?
Mr. MASON. Thomas Ritchie is one, and I think Tho«.

(»reen is the other. I take it for granted, from conversation*
which I have had with Thotnas Ritchie, although I am not
authorized to say so, that he is substantially the contractor.
I was about saying that it i. indifpensably necessary that
some steps should be taken in relation to the public printing. I
confess that, for my parf, with every disposition to hold con¬
tractors to the fulfilment of the contracts into which they
have voluntarily entered, stiU, from the examir.aiion which I
have made into the matter, at the imtance of the contractor,
and from conversations I have had with him, I am sati.fie*
thai, undei the present contrac', he not only receives no re¬
muneration for his wcrb, but sustains constant and daily low-
in lis execution.

' here is another sul jecf to which I would revert very
nefly in reference to this contractor, and it is this: I ex¬

amined the contract >esterday with great care, and though |
have no practical knowledge of printing that would enable me
to form an opinion as to where the contractor would gain and
where he would lose in the petformance of this work, yet I
entertain the strongest belief, and I think such is the opinion
of the honorable Senator at the head of the Committee on

Printing, who is thoroughly informed upon this subject, that
on the greater portion a heavy loss must lie sustained in it*
execution. I am informed that there has been but one single
document printed by order of Congress during the present
session upon which an unusually large profit was made, and


